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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36{a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 
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10)[3 The drawing(s) filed on 10 September 2003 is/are: a)D accepted or b)S objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
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Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 12 objected to because of the following informalities: The limitation 
that the multiplex receptacle is two sided on both sides of a wall adds patentable 
strength to the claims, yet is weakened by being in the preamble. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must 
show every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the "single 
electrical cable connection... providing power" must be shown or the feature(s) 
canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country, in public use, or on sale 
in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1-3, 5-6 and, 8 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly 
anticipated by King. 

King discloses a multiplex electrical outlet receptacle comprising: a housing (fig. 
9) containing a first electrical receptacle outlet, a second electrical receptacle 
outlet, a third electrical receptacle outlet, and a fourth electrical receptacle outlet 
(col. 5 line 46+ & fig. 10); a first tab extending from the top of the housing and a 
second tab extending from the bottom of the housing (fig. 9 near 16), the first and 
second tabs configured for connecting the housing to a permanently secured in- 
wall electrical box (col. 3 lines 64+); a single electrical cable connection on the 
housing, the single electrical cable connection providing a power supply for each 
of the first, second, third and fourth electrical receptacle outlets (claim lines 30- 
33). 

Regarding claims 2-3 and, 5 King discloses fifth and sixth outlets (fig. 9). 
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Regarding claims 6 and, 8 King discloses that each of the first, second, third and 
fourth electrical outlets have a common positive line bus (34) and a common 
neutral line bus within the housing (34, col. 4 lines 16-18). 
5. Claims 12-13 and, 15-20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly 
anticipated by French et al. 

French discloses (figures 1 & 2) a two-sided multiplex electrical receptacle (44, 
45) for providing wall mounted outlets on both sides of a wall (62) comprising: a 
receptacle housing having a first side and an opposing second side; a first 
receptacle outlet positioned on the first side of the housing; and a second receptacle 
outlet positioned on the second side of the housing (fig. 20). 
Regarding claims 13 and, 16 French discloses third and fourth receptacle outlets on 
opposites sides (fig. 2). 

Regarding claims 15 and, 17 French discloses that each of the first, second, third 
and fourth receptacle outlets are connected in common to a single cable carrying a 
source of electrical energy (fig. 4D). 

Regarding claims 1 8-20 French discloses that a first mounting bracket 
(unnumbered screw holes in fig. 20) connected to the housing proximate the first 
side for engaging and securing the multiplex receptacle to an electrical junction 
box (10); and, a second mounting bracket (unnumbered screw holes in fig. 20) 
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connected to the housing proximate the second side for engaging and securing the 
multiplex receptacle to the electrical junction box. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claim 4 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over King as 
applied to claims 1-3 above, and further in view of case law. 

King does not disclose additional (more than six) receptacle outlets. 

However, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 

time the invention was made to add more receptacle outlets (say 7 th and 8th), since 

it has been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a device 

involves only routine skill in the art. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 193 USPQ 

8. 

The motivation for this modification of King would be to increase the applicability 
of the King modular receptacle. There would be no overloading concerns in 
adding a 7 th and 8 th receptacle. 
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8. Claims 7 and 9-10 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over King as applied to claims 1 and 5-6 above, and further in view of Lee et al. 
King does not specifically disclose that the receptacle outlets have a common 
ground bus. 

Lee discloses a common ground bus (fig. 1) for multiple receptacles. 
At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to make the receptacles of King have a common ground bus 
as taught by Lee. The motivation/suggestion for doing so would have been to 
simplify construction. Additionally, a common grounding arrangement is very 
common in multi electrical receptacle devices. King also does not say that there is 
no common grounding arrangement for the receptacles. 

9. Claim 1 1 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over King 
in view of Lee as applied to claim 10 above, and further in view of Admitted art 
Bagga. 

King discloses the first receptacle positioned above the second (fig. 2). King does 
not disclose the arrangement of the receptacle openings recited in claim 1 1 . 
Bagga discloses that the third opening in the first receptacle outlet is positioned 
above the first opening and the second opening in the first receptacle outlet and the 
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third opening in the second receptacle outlet is positioned below the first opening 
and the second opening in the second receptacle outlet (fig. 4). 
At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to rearrange the receptacle outlets of King like that of 
Bagga. The motivation/suggestion for doing so would have been to allow more 
room for the ground prong of the plug housing, which is typically bulging at an 
apex. In addition, it has been held that rearranging parts of an invention involves 
only routine skill in the art. In re Japikse, 86 USPQ 70. 

10. Claim 14 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over French 
et al as applied to claims 12-13 above, and further in view of case law. 
French does not disclose fifth through eighth receptacle outlets. 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to add more receptacle outlets to the junction device of 
French, since it has been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts 
of a device involves only routine skill in the art. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 
193 USPQ 8. The motivation for these additions would be to increase the capacity 
of the modularity of French's arrangement; addition of more offices. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Michael C. Zarroli whose telephone number is 
571-272-2101. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 to 3:30 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Lynne Feild can be reached on (571) 272-2800 ext 39. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9 191/toll-free). 




Michael C. Zarroli 
Primary Examiner 
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